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DIGEST:

An allegation that a company will
not be able to satisfy a specifi-
cation will not be considered
sincrz it involves a matter of
contract administration which is
the function and responsibility
of the contracting agency and not
for resolution under our Bid
Protest Procedures.

Tenavision, Inc., alleges that PTG, Inc., of
Barton, Ohio (PTC), will not be able to obtain
clearance as specified in solicitation Nlo. VAA1l0-
82-D-0134, issued by the Department of the Army, for
the installation of telephone cables.

Specifically, Tenavision believes that PTG
and the personnel working on the job will not bec
able to satisL'y Part III, Special Conditions,
Loc&l Rules and Regulations, paragraph 1.3.3.4..,
of the solicitation. That paragreph states:

"Fingerprinting of employee, and
any other procedure deemed necessary
for the security of the Command. At
the time of fingerprinting, the
employee will be asked if he/she has
ever been convicted of a crime other
than a motor vehicle violation.
Should a telony or high misdemeanor be
revealed, ho/shle may not be permitted
to work on the project."

This matter pertains to contract administration,
which is the function and responsibility of the
contracting aqency. An allegation of this nature is
not for resolution under our bid protest procedures,
which are reserved tor considering whether an award,
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or proposed award, of a contract complies with
statutory, regulatory and other legal requirements.
Albert S. Freedman dba Reliable Security Services,
B-194016, February 16, 1979, 79-1 CPD 122.

The protest is dismissed.
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